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Sir: 

Please review and enter the following remarks summarizing the interviews conducted on 
June 16, 2006 and July 27, 2006: 

REMARKS 

An Examiner's Interview Summary Record (PTO-413) summarizing the telephone 
interview initiated by Applicant's representative on June 16, 2006 and conducted on June 19, 
2006 by request of the Examiner was attached with the Office Communication dated June 22, 
2006. 

During the interview, claims 1, 3 and 7 were discussed. No agreement with respect to the 
claims was reached. 
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Applicant's representative inquired as to whether a statement with regard to claim 7, that 
"the inclusion of a separate filter for the recited two purposes is not a requirement of claim 1" 
made by the Examiner on page 6 of the Final Office Action, dated March 16, 2006, raised the 
possibility of an amendment to claim 1 placing the application in condition for allowance. The 
Examiner maintained the position that the statement did not apply against a rejection of claim 1 
in view of the fact that claim 7, which includes the separate filter limitation, had been rejected, 
and that further argument for patentability of claim 7 would require further search since the 
Examiner does not consider the use of two filters in place of one nonobvious. 

In discussions with regard to claim 3, the Examiner disagreed that the recitation of 
endpoints for the range created any scope which would involve transmission at wavelengths 
beyond the range, in view of claim 1 which required attenuation in an open ended range. The 
Examiner maintained the position that the attenuation taught by Mitchell et al. (U.S. 
2003/0042445) in a range which encompasses the recited range is considered to apply to claim 
3. 

An Examiner's Interview Summary Record (PTO-413) summarizing the telephone 
interview initiated by Applicant's representative on July 27, 2006 was attached with the Office 
Communication dated August 3, 2006. 

During the interview, claims 7 and 8 were discussed. Applicant's representative 
proposed the use of a declaration of unexpected results regarding the use of separate filters to 
overcome the single filter shown in Mitchell et al. (U.S. 2003/0042445). The Examiner 
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indicated that this might be a reasonable approach, but that further search would be required 
which might change the closest prior art which the declaration would have to discuss. 

It is respectfully submitted that the instant STATEMENT OF SUBSTANCE OF 
INTERVIEW complies with the requirements of 37 C.F.R. §§1.2 and 1.133 and MPEP §713.04. 

It is believed that no petition or fee is required. However, if the USPTO deems 
otherwise, Applicant hereby petitions for any extension of time which may be required to 
maintain the pendency of this case, and any required fee, except for the Issue Fee, for such 
extension is to be charged to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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